United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
I nilid Stall-, l'atint and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



I 0/0H2.394 



10/09/2003 



34533 7590 03/03/2009 

INTERNATIONAL CORP (BLF) 
c/o BIGGERS & OHANIAN, LLP 
P.O. BOX 1469 
AUSTIN, TX 78767-1469 



AUS920030662US I 



ELCHANTI, III ^M. IN A 



PAPER NUMBER 



DELIVERY MODE 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



United States Patent and Trademark Office 



Commissioner for Patents 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

www.uspto.gov 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS 
AND INTERFERENCES 



Application Number: 10/682,394 
Filing Date: October 09, 2003 
Appellant(s): DINH ET AL. 



Mr. H. Artoush Ohanian (Reg. No. 46,022) 
For Appellant 



EXAMINER'S ANSWER 



This is in response to the appeal brief filed Dec. 5, 2008 appealing from the Office 
action mailed July 9, 2008. 
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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying by name the real party in interest is contained in the brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

The examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial 
proceedings which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the 
Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection 
contained in the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The summary of claimed subject matter contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The appellant's statement of the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is 
correct. 

(7) Claims Appendix 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 

(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

Davis et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,763,386 (July 13, 2004) 

(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 
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Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Davis et al., 
U.S. Patent No. 6,763,386 (referred to hereafter as Davis). 

As to claims 1, Davis teaches a method for distributing images in a data 
processing system, the method comprising: 

receiving a request for a dynamic server page having a multiplicity of associated 
images, each image having a storage location identified in the dynamic server page by 
an image resource locator (see col. 5 lines 22-41 , the webpage includes a plurality of 
images referenced by tags and URLs); 

inserting in the dynamic server page an image group identifier for the images 
(see col. 1 1 lines 44-col. 12 lines 15 and col. 15 lines 15-50, the webpage includes a 
template tag that points to a plurality of images and other information, wherein the 
images are selected and stored based on the client information); and 

inserting in the dynamic server page client data names for the images (see col. 
1 1 lines 44-col. 12 lines 15 and col. 15 lines 15-50). 

As to claim 2, Davis teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising: receiving 
from the client a request for a group of images, wherein the request comprises the 
image group identifier; retrieving from storage the images identified by the image group 
identifier; and sending the retrieved images to the client (see col. 11 lines 44-col. 12 
lines 15 and col. 15 lines 15-50). 
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As to claim 3, Davis teaches the method of claim 1 wherein inserting an image 
group identifier comprises inserting a markup element that includes the image group 
identifier, wherein the markup element represents an instruction to retrieve, during a 
single communication connection to the server, all images identified by the image group 
identifier (see col. 11 lines 44-col. 12 lines 15 and col. 15 lines 15-50, the images are 
retrieved when the user access the requested webpage). 

As to claim 4, Davis teaches the method of claim 1 wherein inserting client data 
names further comprises inserting in the dynamic server page content as rendered 
markup elements representing instructions to display the images at client display 
locations (see col. 1 1 lines 44-col. 1 2 lines 1 5 and col. 1 5 lines 1 5-50). 

As to claim 5, Davis teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising storing the 
images as a group on a server, including storing with the images an image group 
identifier, a dynamic server page name, and client data names for the images (see col. 
1 1 lines 44-col. 12 lines 15 and col. 15 lines 15-50). 

As to claim 6, Davis teaches the method of claim 1 wherein inserting a client data 
name for each image further comprises replacing the image resource locators with 
client data names (see col. 1 1 lines 44-col. 12 lines 15 and col. 15 lines 15-50, the 
template name represents a selected group of images to be displayed) 

As to claim 7, Davis teaches the method of claim 6 wherein the image resource 
locators are set forth in HTML <img> elements in the dynamic server page and 
replacing the image resource locators with client data names includes replacing the 
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<img> elements with markup elements comprising the client data names (see col. 15 
lines 15-50). 

(10) Response to Argument 

As per appellant arguments filed Dec. 5, 2008, appellant argues that Davis does 
not disclose inserting in the dynamic server page an image group identifier for the 
images (see brief pages 5-7, argument A). 

In reply to A, Davis teaches a system and method for accessing a webpage 
using a URL. A user may send a request to access an HTML webpage using a URL 
(see col. 7 lines 20-23). The URL, by definition, is a universal resource locator which 
inherently includes an address of an object on the internet such as a file, webpage, 
image etc... and a name of the file. An example of a URL provided on page 1 2 of 
applicant's specification is: http://www.somewebsite.com/index.html. "Index. html" would 
represent the name of the file being requested and the URL is translated at a DNS to a 
storage location such as an IP address. 

Turning back to Davis, Davis teaches sending a request for an HTML webpage 
using a URL (see col. 7 lines 20-23). The request is received by server A (see col. 11 
lines 44-47). Therefore Davis teaches "receiving a request for a dynamic page". The 
page comprises a plurality of images (see col. 11 lines 47-49). Therefore, Davis teaches 
"page having a multiplicity of associated images". The location of each image is 
identified by a <tag> which includes a URL for the image, that is the name of the image 
file and the location of the image file (see col. 11 lines 51-55). The URL that identifies 
each individual image is interpreted to be "an image resource locator" and therefore 
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Davis teaches "each image having a storage location identified in the server page by an 
image resource locator". 

Davis teaches two URLs. The first is the URL of the webpage that includes all the 
URLs of the images and the second is the individual URLs for each of the images 
included in the webpage. The URL includes a location of the webpage HTML file and 
the name of the HTML file which includes the plurality of URLs that identify a plurality of 
images. Since the name of the HTML webpage file is a part of the URL and the server 
page HTML file and since the name of the HTML webpage file is used to identify and 
retrieve the plurality of images using the URLs in the file, examiner interprets the name 
of the HTML file of the webpage to be the claimed "image group identifier". 

The name of the file is inherently selected or entered by the developer of the 
webpage (see col. 7 lines 16-20), that is, the name of the webpage is inserted in the 
server page. Therefore Davis teaches "inserting in a server page an image group 
identifier for the images" as claimed. 

Appellant argues that Davis does not disclose "inserting in the dynamic server 
page client data names for the images" (see brief pages 7-8, argument B). 

In reply to B, Davis teaches the location of each image in the webpage is 
identified by a <tag> which includes a URL for the image, which is the name of the 
image file and the location of the image file (see col. 11 lines 51-55). The names of the 
image files are interpreted to be the claimed "client data names". The URLs of the 
image files are inherently inserted in the HTML webpage and also explicitly taught by 
Davis in col. 7 lines 16-20 wherein the developer inserts the URLs of images in an 
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HTML webpage. Since the URLs of the images includes the name of the image files 
and since the names of the image files are interpreted to be the claimed "client data 
names for the images, Davis teaches "inserting in the server page client data names for 
the images" as claimed. 

Appellant argues that Davis does not disclose receiving from the client a request 
for a group of images, wherein the request comprises the image group identifier (see 
brief pages 8-9, argument C). 

In reply to C, as illustrated in the response to argument A, Davis teaches sending 
a request for an HTML webpage using a URL (see col. 7 lines 20-23). The URL 
includes the name of the HTML webpage "group image identifier" which is used to 
retrieve the URLs of the images and retrieve the group of images (see col. 1 1 lines 44- 
58). The request is received by server A and the images are fetched at the client (see 
col. 1 1 lines 44-57). Therefore Davis teaches "receiving from the client a request for a 
group of images, wherein the request comprises the image group identifier" as claimed. 

(11) Related Proceeding(s) Appendix 

No decision rendered by a court or the Board is identified by the examiner in the 
Related Appeals and Interferences section of this examiner's answer. 
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For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 



Respectfully submitted, 

/Hussein Elchanti/ 
AU 2457 
Feb. 18,2009 



Conferees: 
/ARIO ETIENNE/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2457 

/Salad Abdullahi/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2457 



